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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 27-55 and 58-78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Everett, Jr. et al. (US 4,857,912) in view of Lacombe et al. (US 
6,690,411). 

Regarding claim 27, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose a detection system (figure 1) for 
detecting the presence of an image capture device (80), the detection system 
comprising an indicator unit in the form of a siren (99) installed in or on the image 
capture device (figure 1) being configured to emit an indicator signal to alert an operator 
to the presence of the person (col. 10, lines 30-46). 

Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for an indicator 
installed in or on the image capture device being configured to emit an indicator signal 
to indicate the presence of the image capture device in the vicinity of the person. 
Lacombe et al. teach a security system (figure 3) having an indicator unit (60) installed 
in or on the image capture device being configured to emit an indicator signal to indicate 
the presence of the image capture device in the vicinity of the person (figure 3, col. 5, 
lines 50-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the indicator unit as taught by 
Lacombe et al. in the system as disclosed by Everett, Jr. et al. for the purpose of 
warning the person at a surveillance premise that he/she is captured under the capture 
device in order to preventing potential theft/robbing prior to the robber taken action. 

Regarding claim 28, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the indicator unit emitting the 
indicator signal in response to an external stimulus (col. 10, lines 30-46). 

Regarding claim 29, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the image capture device 
including at least one motion sensor (12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 30, 78, 84; figure 1) arranged to 
sense an external stimulus. 

Regarding claim 30, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the use of an acoustic sensor 
(84) used with the detection system (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 31, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the use of an motion detector 
(16) used with the detection system (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 32, Everett, Jr. et al. further disclose a remote detection unit 
(figure 1 ) having a radio transceiver (102), wherein the sensor of the image capture 
device being a radio receiver (96) arranged to receive a query signal transmitted by the 
radio transmitter of the remote detection unit when the remote detection unit is within a 
predetermined range of the image capture device (col. 10, lines 30-62). 

Regarding claim 33, Everett, Jr. et al. further disclose the indicator unit being a 
warning device (col. 6, lines 1-29) and the indicator signal being an alarm signal (103, 
figure 1). 
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Regarding claims 34-35, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the alarm signal (103) being 
provided by the detection system. Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed 
invention except for the alarm signal specifically being an audible or visual signal. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made that the alarm signal could have been visual/audible depending on the operating 
environment and necessary alert required in order to indicate the alarm condition. 

Regarding claim 36, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the indicator unit being a radio 
transmitter and the indicator signal being a radio signal (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 37, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the radio transmitter being arranged to transmit periodic radio signals. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use periodic signals with the radio transmitter in order to prevent overlap and 
reduce power consumption. 

Regarding claim 38, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the radio transmitter being arranged to transmit continuous radio signals. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use continuous signals with the radio transmitter in order to provide constant 
monitoring. 

Regarding claim 39, Everett, Jr. et al., as modified, disclose a remote detection 
unit (figure 1) having a radio transceiver (102), wherein the sensor of the image capture 
device being a radio receiver (96) arranged to receive a query signal transmitted by the 
radio transmitter of the remote detection unit when the remote detection unit is within a 
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predetermined range of the image capture device (col. 10, lines 30-62) but fail to 
disclose the remote detection unit being carried by the person. Naidoo et al. teach a 
security system having a remove client/PDA (155, col. 6, lines 16-20). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the portable detection unit can be used for the purpose of 
providing portable monitoring the surveillance premise at any location. 

Regarding claims 40-50, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the remote detection unit 
comprises a warning device (audible/display screen alarm 103/97) for emitting audible 
alarm signal and visual/display information indicating the status of the image capture 
(figure 1 ). 

Regarding claim 51, Everett, Jr. et al., disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the remote detection unit further comprises a storage device arranged to 
stored information carried by the radio signal. Since Everett, Jr. et al. disclose a host 
CPU (94), it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to know that a memory is inherently included for the 
purpose of storing information transmitted from a local CPU (28). 

Regarding claim 52, Everett, Jr. et al. the transceiver (96) transmitting radio 
signal to the host CPU (94) in response to an external stimulus detecting by the sensors 
(figure 1 ). 

Regarding claims 53-55, refer to claim 29 above. 
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Regarding claims 58-59, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the image capture device 
being a video camera (80). 

Regarding claim 60, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the explicit disclosure of the device being used in a public area. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the device in a public area in order to detect people in the area. 

Regarding claim 61-67, the claimed method steps are inherent in the product 
structure. 

Regarding claim 68, refer to claim 27 above, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the 
instant claimed invention except for transmitting radio signal from the image capture 
device and receiving the radio signal by a portable remote detection unit carried by a 
person. Lacombe et al. teach the security system the step of transmitting radio signal 
from detection system (10) to a portable remote unit carried by a person being in the 
vicinity of the detection system (figures 1-3, col. 5, lines 23-37). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use the portable unit as taught by Lacombe et al. in the system as 
disclosed by Everett, Jr. et al. for the purpose of providing an evident of potential 
theft/robbing to a person at a remote location vicinity to the security system in order to 
providing visual/audible indicating the presence of the image capture device that he/she 
being watch/tapped by the capture device to scare he/she prior to the action taken. 

Regarding claim 69, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose period transmission (col. 6, lines 
10-48). 
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Regarding claims 70-72, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the specific type of notification given at the remote unit. The specific type of 
notification at the remote unit would have been an obvious design consideration based 
on the operating environment. 

Regarding claims 73-76, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the sensing devices being 
able to ascertain various operating states and sense different conditions (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 77, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the step of storing information 
carried by the radio signal (col. 9, lines 10-31). 

Regarding claim 78, refer to claim 68 above. 

3. Claims 56-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Everett, Jr. et al. and Lacombe et al. as applied to claim 27 above, and further in view of 
Schieke et al. (US 2002/0075134). 

Regarding claim 56, Everett, Jr. et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the transceiver/transmitter using infrared transmissions. Schieke et al. teach 
the use of infrared transmission between an electronic device and base station 
(paragraph 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use infrared transmissions for the device of Everett, Jr. et al. 
for the purpose of reducing spurious transmissions. 

Regarding claim 57, refer to claim 39 above. 
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Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 27-78 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tai T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2961 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30am-5:00pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 




Tai T. Nguyei 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 



June 26, 2005 



